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MANPOWER AND WELFARE . 4 

DIVISION . , September 17, 1975 
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IQ I* ": The Honorable Edward I. Koch ; 
House of Representatives 

Dear Mr. Koch: 

This is in response to your letter of June 19, 1975, referring 
to a proposed bill, H.R. 4772 "The ljational ilome Health Care Act of 
1975," and requesting.that we provide you with information on the 
comparative costs for equivalent services of home health care and 
institutionalization in nursing homes or hospitals. We have 
furnished your-staff witi! stlidies and material prepared by others 
on home health cai;e. I 

We reviewed 32 publications and documents dealing with home 
health care, which included revievls of programs, analyses of cost 
effectiveness as compared with institutionalization, testimony 
before congressional ccmmittees, and various studies. Enclosure I 
contains a listing of the material. ke have provided your staff 
with copies of the material, and also a copy of our report of 
July 9, 1974, entitled "Home Health Care Benefits Under Medicare 
and Eledicaid." 

Enclosure 2 contains January 1975 HEE! Medicaid statistics. 
This data shows that the $7.9 million in.homc health care benefits 

. paid during that month represented less than 1 percent of the total 
State and Federal I<edicaid expenditures of about $1 billion. 

At a meeting Gth you on July 17, 1975, you asked for information 
on the w&t- of people who have used all of tfleir hoc:c health visit 
benefits under kdicare. At our request, the Social Security Adminis- 
tration (SSA), provided the data contained in enclosure 3. 

These data she); the number of people who have used how health 
visits under the Iiospital Insurance portion of fkdicarc (Part A) in 
terms of the most recent benefit period for k:hich data KAS available. 
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The benefit- structure of Part A of Medicare is built around a "benefit 
period" or spell of illness.' .A benefit period starts when a benefi- 
ciary is admitted to a hospital or a skill-ed nursing facility and ends 
when the beneficiary has not been an inpatient in a hospital, or 
facility primarily providing skilled nursing care, for 60 consecutive 
days, There is no limit to the number of benefit periods a benefi- 
ciary may have. Home health benefits under Part A are limited to 
post-hospital care and to 100 visits in a benefit period. 

These data show also that about 14.3 million people had some 
Part A utilization of which most could be presumed to be eligible for 
(but not necessarily in need of) home health visits, but that only 
about one-half million people, or 3 percent of the 14.3 million, used 
such visits during their most recent benefit period. Of the people 
using the home health visits, about 8,000 or less than 2 percent, used 
all the home health visits available under Medicare Part A. 

To provide additional perspective on the utilization of home 
health benefit visits under Part A of Medicare, the following informa- 
tion may be of assistance. According to HEW's 1976 budget presentation, 
about 5.3 million people received covered services under Part A of 
Medicare in fiscal year 1974. By applying the foregoing ratios to the 
5.3 million persons, we believe it reasonable to assume that about 
3 percent9 or about 150,000 people might have used Part A home health 
benefits during the year. Also, about 2 percent of the 150,000 people, 
or about 3,000 people, might have exhausted their home health visits 
under Medicare Part A in 1974, 

The Supplementary Nedical Insurance Portion of Medicare (Part B) 
information furnished by SSA is on a calendar year basis and shows 
that of the 15.4 million people using Part B benefits during 1974, 
about 144,0C0 people, or less than 1 percent, used home health benefits. 
Of those using home health benefits, 1,965, or about 1.4 percent, 
exhausted all the available home health benefits in 1974. 

Our comments on H.R. 4772, "The National Home Health Care Act of 
1975," which you also requested, will be provided in a separate letter. 

We trust that the data provided will serve your purpose. 

Sincerely yours, 

\,f’ 
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SELECTED DOCUMENTS ON HOME HEALTH CARE / 

Thir-&two publications an?!-documents were reviewed which relate 
to home health care, of which"ZO-deaIt with the costs of home health 
care as compared to costs of alternative services. Of the 20, 19 
presented data which supported the proposition that home health care 
can be less expensive under some circumstances than alternative 
institutional care. However, the publications pointed out various 
problems in evaluating the cost effectiveness of home health care. 
Examples of some of the problems of comparing costs are included at 
the end of the list of publications reviewed. A listing of the 19 
publications supporting the cost effectiveness of home health care 
follows: 

3. 

2. 

3. 

4. 

5. 

6. 

7. 

A Dramatic Difference in Cost: Home Health Care vs. 
Institutional Care, Council of Home Agencies and 
Community Health Services, National League for 
Nursing, October 1974. 

A Management Review of the Homemaker-Chore Services 
Program, Report of the Office of the Auditor General, 
California,\ June! 1975. 

I 

A Planning Study of Services to Non-Institutionalized 
Older Persons in Minnesota, University of Minnesota, 
School of Public Affairs, Minneapolis, Minnesota. 

Alternatives to Nursing Home Care: A Proposal, prepared 
by Staff Specialists at the Levinson Gerontological 
Policy Institute, Brandeis University, Waltham, 
Massachusetts, for the Special Committee on Aging, 
U.S. Senate, October 1971. 

li??- A ro riate Placement of the Chronically Ill and Aged-- 
uccessf%l--7',pproach by Evaluation, JournaI of the 

American Medical Association, by T. Franklin Williams, M.D., 
John 6. Hill, PhD., Matthew E. Fairbank, M.D., and 
Kenneth G. Knox, December 1973. 

"Coordinated Home Care Program Saves $73 Million," 
Consumer Report, Blue Cross Association, March 1975. 

Costs of Homemaker-Home Health Aide and Al ternatlve 
Form of Service - A Survey of the Literature, by 
Nancy Robinson, Eugene Shinn, Ester Adam, and 
Florence Moore, published by the National Council 
for Homemaker-Home Health Aide Services, Inc., 
New York, New York, 1974. , 
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.’ ENCLOSURE I . D , @LOSURE I . 

8. 

10. 

11. 

12. 

13. 

14. 

15. 

16. 

77. 

9. 

Estimated Savings Resulting from Home Health Care, 
Calendar Year 1972, Report furnished by the Home 
Care Association of Rochester and Monroe County, 
fnd,., Roc'he'ster, New York, June 1973. " - ; 

Health Care Goes Home Too, by Sara Cerato, Public 
Relations Associate at Temple University's Health 
Sciences Center. 

Home Health Care: Development, Problems and Potential - 
Background Papers by Marie Calendar and Judy Lavor, 
Office of Nursing Home Affairs, Department of Health, 
Education, and \Jelfare, March 1975. 

Home Health Services in the United States: A Working_ 
Paper on Current Status, Special Committee on Aging, 
U.S. Senate, July 1973, Report of Council of Medical 
Service, American Medical Association, Exhibit E. 

Homemaker.Service: A Study of \lhat It is and Its 
Value and Place Within the Social Service Agency, 
a paper presented to Dr. Constantine Kledaris of 
the School -of Social Work, East Carolina University, 
by Jean Biggs, January 15, 1974. 

Homemaker Service and Cost of Alternative Methods of 
Care, by Florence Moore, Executive Director, National 
zcil for Homemaker-Home Health Aide Agencies. 

Letter from Mary G. Walsh, National Council for Homemaker- 
Home Health Aide Services, Inc., summarizing s_evcral 
studies, July 1975, 

Reported Savings on Hospital Costs Through Home Care, 
by Edward G. Lindsey, Director of Health Services, 
State Communities Aid Association, New York. 

Statement by Janet E. Starr, Executive Director for the 
Coalition for Home Health Services in New York State, 
to the Subcommittee on Health of the Elderly, U.S. 
Senate, Special Committee on Aging, July 1974. 

Statement of the Council of Home Health Agencies and 
Community Health Services, National League for Nursing 
before the House Committee on Ways and Means, May 23, 
1974. 

’ .- 
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18. Testimony of Dr. Burton Dunlop and Dr. William Pollak 
of the Urban Institute, Washington, D.C., before the 
subcommittee on Health Maintenance and Long-Term Care 

-'oF:the U.S;‘House o-f-Representatives Select Committee 
on Aging, June 16, 1975. 1 T 

/ 
19.. Testimony of the Council of Home Health Agencies and 

Community Health Services, National League for Nursing, 
before the Subcommittee on Health of the Elderly, U.S. 
Senate Special Committee on Aging, July 11, 1973. 

One of the studies reviewed did not support the theory that home 
health care services are less expensive. The author critically 
reviewed four cost-benefit analyses of general population groups 
cited as evidence in a report to the Senate Special Committee on 
Aging, that home care programs can reduce inappropriate institu- 
tional care. One of the analyses reviewed was the 1972 study of 
the Home Care Association of Rochester and Monroe County, Inc., 
Rochester, New York, which we have included in our listing above. 

20. A Critical .R&iew of Four HoMe Health Care Cost- 
Benefit Analyses, Charles H. Brooks, PhD., 
Metropolitan, Health Planning Corporation, Cleveland, 
Ohio. 

The remaining 12 studies discussed various aspects of home health 
care but did not make cost comparisons of alternative forms of 
services: 

21. 

22. 

23. 

24. 

25. 

California Association for Health Services at Home - 
Utilization Review Project Quarterly Trend Reports: 
December 1974, April 1975, June 1975. 

Cost and Charge for Home Care-of-Sick Services, 1973, 
Department of Home Health Agencies and Community 
Health Services, National League for Nursipg. 

Cost and Charge for Home Care-of-Sick Services, 1974, 
Council of Home Health Agencies and Community Health 
Services, Rational League for Nursing. 

Cost Effective Analysis - A Quandary for Geriatric 
Health Care Systems, by Philip G.Teiler, lil.D., 
from The Gerontoloaist. October 1974. 

Cost of Per Diem Hotel Services (Enclosure of Letter 
to the ChairMan, Subcommittee on Health of the Elderly, 
Senate Special Committee on Aging, from Janet E. Stari, 
Coalition for Home Health Services in New York State) 
Novenlber 1974. 
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28. 

29. 

30. 

31. 

32. 

Home Health Services and Health Insurance, from Medical 
Care, Vol. 9, No. 1, by Brahna Trager,Ti?%, 1971. 

‘Itipict of'M&dicare on the Organization of Community 
Health Resources, by Rodney M. Coe, Henry P. Brehn, 
and Warren A. Peterson, from Health and Society 
Summer 1974. 

Integrated Homemaking Services for the Aged in Urban 
Neighborhoods, by William E. Berg, PhD., 
Lucille Atlas, MSW, and Joan Zeiger, MSSW, from 
The Gerontologist, October 1974. 

Research Committee Report, Community Hospital Information 
and Piannins Service, Inc., Council for Coordinated Health 
Services, C;alition for Home Health Services in New York 
State, by Mary C. Barrett, Chairman, Research Committee, 
November 1973. 

Services P,rov-ided in Addition to Nursing, Department of 
Home Health Agencies and Community Health Services, 
National League for Nursing, 1973 

Survey of Home Hkalth Agencies, Their Patients and 
Services--Development of Survey Instrumen& Home 
Health Services Task Force, Department of Health, 
Education, and Welfare, March i975. 

Who Are the Home Health Patients? Analysis of Discharge 
Summary Feasibility Study, by Goldie Levenson, Council 
of Home Health Agencies and Community Health Services, 
National League for Nursing, April 24, 1975. 
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EXAMPLES OF PROBLEKS IN COMPARING COSTS 

/In testimony as. individuals, before the House Select Committee 
on Aging, on June 16,‘1975, Drs.-Burton Dunlop and 1Jilliam Pollak 
of the Urban Institute, Washington, D.C., stated that "It is true 
that home care will be less costly than institutional care at lower 
levelsof impairment. However, the cost savings tend to disappear 
when more severely impaired persons are cared for at home." In 
commenting on the "often made statement" that home care is less 
expensive than institutional care, they stated that such an 
assertion was over-drawn and that there was no single fixed cost 
of institutiona? care and there was no single fixed cost of home 
care. (Pub. No. 18) 

In 1974 a report was published by the National Council for 
Homemaker-Home Health Aide Services, Inc., New York, on a survey 
of the literature on costs of homemaker-home health aide services 
and alternative types of care. The report concluded that much of 
the cost data from within the homemaker-home health aide field 
were not fully comparabfe; nor were data about the costs of alterna- 
tive forms of service fully comparable with homemaker-home health 
aide service data. The report concluded also that cost studies 
by home health agencies us,ually did not address differing intensity, 
duration, and complexity of the services provided.. The report 
finally concluded that the available data supported the thesis 
that homemaker-home health aide services, when provided alone or 
as one of an array of in-home services, were usually less costly 
than any of the out-of-home alternatives. (Pub. No. 7) 

In reporting on its 1974 yearly review of cost and charge for 
home care-of-sick services, the National League for Nursing's 
Council of Home Health Agencies and Community tiealth Services 
stated that apart from refinement of costing method, such factors 
as administrative practice, staffing pattern, travel requirements, 
cost of living and salary levels in the community, and population 
characteristics all affected the home health costs per visit. The 
report stated also that some agencies calculated one cost, and 
set one fee for all services rendered such as nursing, physical 
therapy, and home health aide. It was found that in a few States, 
costs were calculated on a State-wide basis for all or most local 
agencies. (Pub. No. 23) 

A report in a recent study of services to noninstitutionalized 
older persons in Minnesota made by the University of Minnesota stated 
that before it can he determined whether home care is more or less 
expensive for a particular type of individual, it must be known in 
which care level he or she would be placed if institutionalized. 
The study found that care for people with,low disability was significantly 

-5- 
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less expensive in their home than at even the lowest level of 
institutional care. The opposite was found to be true for people 
with high d.isability, The study noted that for certain persons 
living with.someone and requiring about seven nursing visits a 
month there were only marginal savings with home care. The report 
includes cautions concerning the cost saving estimates of the use 
of home health care in relation to institutional care. The reasons 
given were that the nursing home per diem costs included, in some 
cases, the cost of auxiliary services (e.g., social worker and 
social activities). The cost estimates for in-home services did 
not include these additional services. The report noted that 
although the percentage of the nursing home dollar spent on 
these additional services was probably quite small, it might 
still tend to bias the results toward showing a larger cost 
differential than actually existed. (Pub. No. 3) 
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EN&SURE I I 

I 
IAbLE 5 AHOUNIS CF MEDICAL VEhDOR PAYl(ihTS BY TYPE CF SLRVICE AN0 BY hEW FECICY AU0 STAT< IJA’.c’IPY, :rl>l 

[hi!S”r;;iii .A45 ire:,!-- 

It;PAI,E’.T “;SP,TLL SEPVICCS SKlLLE3 SZdV!Ci> I. l’ajT!TLllC*sS 
_, I?- * J i--------------------------------------- ‘*L*s,,c -------_-----------------. _ 

* 
,, I!- ’ L ‘. ih’ CEhERbL lti 4tNTPL FPCILITY F,‘q PE’.II, L” 

HEY REGION‘ANO STATE 

~326.120.435 I285,913,,17 $4C,8C7,2:8 

24,576,515 
3rl48.133 
,,lOC,770 

16,120,?50 
566.430 

21702,028 
858,404 

22 *759,7,0 1 ,?76,6C5 
3.148.133 --_ 

1 ,lCO.770 --- 

,4,786,375 1,334.375 
566,417 13 

21534,422 247.6Cb 
463,543 ,94,e11 

TOTAL REPORTlliG STATES Sl,C58.676,¶56 

iSC.BC? 
-e- 
--- 
--- 
--- 

.156,83? 

REGION 1 . 7l,Ili,lC4 
CONNECTICUT lZe940.906 
UAlkE 4,,75,85a 
H4SSACHUSETTS 42,460,193 
NfU HAHPSHIRE 2,741,050 
RHODE ISLANO 5,913,370 
VERflONT 2,881,727 

REGION II 32?,851,744 llb.901.393 93,799,892 
YEti JFSSCY 321120,326 101568,074 7,326,062 
NE* YORK 28,,759,t25 103,344,1-+3 E3,484,t54 
PUERTO RICO 9.282rB37 2,969,176 2,9B9,176 
VIRGIN [SLANGS ae.956 v-e -- 

REGICN II, ,07,59a,670 
DELAHARE 11265,024 
OIST. OF COL. 6,020,7f4 
YARYLANO 17,173,046 

- PENhSYLVANlA 62,39?,142 
VIRGINIA 1?,,16,9aV 
WEST VlRGlNlA 3,629,685 

?0,107,572 
322.551 

3,623,184 
6.1221482 

12,842,6,5 
5.2911743 
1,904*991 

29,488,510 
_ 290,353 

31623rle4 
6.122,482 

121842,615 
4.764.879 
1,904,957 

REGION IV 93,261,368 23,422,6S7 22,,7a.7,2 
ALABAMA 10,769,8bZ 21325,832 2.325.832 
FCOR IDA i5.eo4.814 4,7co,oc* 41349.15h 
CiJRtl A 20,801,293 . 3,475,752 31975,752 
KENTUCKY 10,059,1e6 3.015.721 
wlsslsslcPI 7,987,3dl 

I 3.227.78, 
2.0201642 2,02O,b42 

NORTH CAFOClNA 11,401,927 3,589,069 3,11rr342 
S3UTH CARCLlhA 6,759,888 2,034,113 1,825,906 
1ENNESSFE 9*77?,017 1.549.444 I .548,361 

31,545 
9.919.343 

234.316 
614,531 
,64,,34 

IZ~lt*.Zi5 
572,mo 

1191>,45i 
6.619.Ibd 
1,016,6?5 
1,10~,475 
1,0?4,05? 

23.lC1.501 
31242,012 

15,859,4?5 
-- 

54.7ct.75, 
e30r411 

94,c?t,340 

38,615,229 
9*101,442 

2S.51)h,?o5 
I_ 

--- 
- -  

- - 1  -- 

619,Ot2 34.e81.233 
32,158 53.781 

--- t31112 
--- 
--- 

506,864 
--- 

2,2t2,355 
32,c2t,e:i 

421.77t 
4t;30? 

15,771,llS 
23a,u5 
135,cis 

2,103,diL 
7.010.345 
5,70?,>Jd 

507,665 

7,tt3,:57 
--- 

7,663.257 
_“_ 
--- 

. 
4.ske.754 

-” 
--- 
--- 

3.135,trs 
Ire3s,loG 

--- 

1.243.9E5 Zi,tGi.i62 l?,E55,2i6 
-_- 31622.262 ,,646,776 

350,9(6 5,45,*1,: 501 e5iC 
--- 5.775,:34 2, t3a,bd4 

212.ceo 1.515.124 1,451,713 
--- z.lie,ivo ?bj,l>d 

471,727 Z,Oi1,3ZO 1*S7drlV2 
2oa,zc7 l,L93,552 574,666 

l.OE3 45,117 4,5)1,3r 7 

2,;8e,3e4 
-..- 
--- 

395,426 
-- 
861 

i4?,42S 
16.9OC 

1,131,76L 

REGlCY V 
ILLINOIS 
IYDlANA 

KICKIGAN 
HlrNESO'lA 
OHIO 
YISCONSIL 

204,390,326 
611409137a 
13,?80,430 
54.723.149 
17.402.252 
241725,168 
~2.749.949 

58,5t4,001 
221360,790 

2,451,012 
19.9t9,7LC 

2.593.543 
6.147,698 
4,74bt,54 

52,858,669 5,705.3?2 ?3.434,547 45,775,0~5 4,dt:,SS2 
21,334,598 1,026,152 3,e83,022 11,35’r,jlb --- 

2,451,012 I_- 2,ChS,C44 5.515,:sj WV” 

,6,452,655 31416,969 8,i6flL4: 7,33*,,,a 43C,307 
2,908,543 --- 4,6.‘4,851 5,4,4,470 t,7,?t! 
5.297.577 850.121 5.524.435 4,21j.S42 --- 

4,334,OL4 412,110 8,%6,i46 ll.4tZ1576 3,41t,222 

REGlC!I VI ?5,275,203 
ARKANSAS 6,545,784 
LOUlSlPNA llr:61,857 
0ic.K HEXlCO 2,706.597 
OKLAHOHA 12,199,3?4 
TEXAS 42,261,591 

16,134.431 i5.659.2ta 
-607,897 

2rs7519c5 
812,660 

4,,42.028 
7.550,137 

-607;813 
21939r047 

812,CtO 
41192,828 
7.106,920 

4ho,lt3 
a4 

36,862 
--- 
--- 

443.211 

4rLSlr572 
),454,156 

154,778 

lrEiC157S 
425,492 

-- 

3,320 
41,Etl 

3 .203.e57 

122.57c 
54L.752 
lZb.725 

REGIX’ Vi 1 25,058,093 7,1b3,425 6,388,572 774,653 1 ,187,e:b e,e44,>30 ,,se4.742 
I OYA 7,309*503 1,400,332 11400.332 I-_ 27,556 3.e36.111 --_ 

LAMPS 7.323.937 1.827,275 1.2781548 548,727 327,kEE 3.5i3.554 l,lOt,32: 
nfSSOuRl 0,859,234 3,652,4t4 3,626.3?8 226,126 850,104 931,429 --- 

NEBRASKA 11565,419 83,354 83,354 --- 2,3C6 466 ii5 41E,417 

REGIOY VI I1 18,71t,btT 
COLORADO 81393,926 
WNTANA 21844.545 
‘i3HTH DAKC)TP 1*855,951 
SWlH OtKOT& 1,163,499 
UTAH 2,e24,e6i 
UYOHI NG 628,892 

41387,355 
2,,9v,v29 

753.313 
4tG,562 
270,428 
543,314 

31809,173 
1,855,629 

658.331 
3ebrOC2 
2to,42a 
439,004 

i?l,l?C 
123.5E2 

119.739 119,739 

578,lPZ 4 114S.CE5 4.v3i.sad 
304,3co 1 ,517,910 2,7Cb,o+7 

94.SP2 06.515 ker.k,e 
74,520 t45,*43 321 tbtb 

--- 4bZ.823 cli,SjS 
1041380 LOS,392 67J.563 

--- 281.602 121.1~8 

RECICN IX 115,601,108 401635,554 
CALIFORNIA 1,0,773.344 3.466,046 
HAYA,, ?.271,,‘.1 658,575 
YFVADA 1,556,613 470,133 

34,270,3X 
33.,28,575 . 

658.575 

5.44c 
--- 
--- 

.l:e.lcE 
-__ 

4331190 

6,365,224 ttr493r:tE 4,,4J,Zb? 
6.328,27, 26,ia7,k+o 3,72J,lj3 

“r” S2211GS 30;, 7ai 
36,953 363,275 ,22*4>2 

“_” 

REGION X 23,706,663 
ALASKA 5b5,82d 
IDAHO 1,9?1,318 
CREGON 7.836.651 
ilASW,NGTON 13r32E.866 

4,822,492 
97,135 

4.660.34, 
97.135 

260,775 
1,55v,t20 
2.7431303 

162,151 
--- 

2t0.775 
11720.658 
2.743.924 

--- 

161.533 
621 

6,C57,3eO 5,41)*2vt 
lS2r711 177 ,c’LZ 
270,142 9i1,>77 
llI.C35 %,Pld,l’r6 

5,482,eed 450,jJl 

.1,554,77i 
--- 

?3C* 3t.4 
,,L74,4GC 

--_ 

.--7-’ , 
‘ 



_) ... L. 

1  

. . 

- .  

I_ .  .  .  

“ .  

EtiCLOSURE II 

.  

.  .  

E  ,  ,  .ENCl$SURE II 

TA3LE 5 ,CJ,?,vUF,, AHCUrcIS OF KEOlCnL VENCOR PAYHFXTS BY TYPE OF SEPVICF A’rC 3Y HEY REGION AN0 STATE IJANUARY, 19751 

7 

_. .> : - 4 INTERMEDIATF 
CdRE”FAClLiPY - - ‘. 

-a ::- ’ SERVICES IN ClHER CUT-PATIE:+ 
ALL CTkER WYJICIANS OEIIlAl PRAClITlOhE9S’ HOSPITAL CLlNIC 

tiw 2FGIO’. A”i0 SldIE ?OTCL IhSrlluTIoU5 SCPVICES StRVltES SERVICES SEFVlCEi SERVICES 
___““___--__-___________________________--------------------------------------------------------------------------- 

T3TAL RiPCPTICG STAilS %Ir05d1676,95b Il57,759.t34 

REGIOM I 
C3Y\t:rICul 
*AlhE 
XISSACHUSFTTS 
4tw HAVPfrlsE 
W03i ISLANO 
YEWOYT 

71,117,104 
12r940.906 

4.175.85a 

Ilr9C7r422 4t54a ,355 1,473,27t 
572,639 612.051 284,bS5 

1,815,408 595,244 --- 

6,619,IbS 2,239,154 853,835 
1,016,879 368,904 IOb,OI5 

846,672 337.751 162,386 
1.034.657 393,291 bb.34: 

4EGIOU II 
NEW JESSEY 
YEY YOIK 
Pusro R ICC! 
VI2Glh ISLAk+O,S 

REGIC-Y III 
OiLAdA9f. 

“0151. CF CCL. ’ 
MiSYlLY9 
PEtihSYLVZYlA 
VIRGIhIA 
WEST VlRGlNIi 

123,E’51.744 
32.720,326 

281,755,625 
9.282,837 

88,556 

301546,972 
9.1011444 

21r845.520 
-I 

17,001,409 5,37a,34I 1,784,507 2.153.430 
41590,251 lr051.970 208,543 2.05L ,232 

io,Iba,II5 3.3991473 1,:75,:t4 61,3LL 
2~243,043 123,6t4 --- -- 

-I 3,229 --- 39,816 

.. lc7,59a,670 10,822,365 8-,422riZb 
1*2a5t024 238,325 313.593 
6,020,7E4 135,695 004,799 

17.173,046 2,103,8aZ I,520,7ao 
t2,393,142 3,906,386 3,475,Flb 
17r116.989 3.870.208 lr8bOr657 

3,f24,685 567,669 443,041 

-2.517.043 
--- 

31,079 
11269,223 

724,823 
412,685 

76,4?3 

540,678 3rlIS.lb8 
7.692 129,895 

70,215 47O‘LOS 
--- 1,632,5J7 

232,810 17,470 
121,426 865.058 
108,535 r-V 

2.845.429 
7,827 

197.243 --- 
1,<55.728 

t84.631 
--- 

RECliN IV $3,36lr368 llr5t6,64P 10.570r751 3.262.9tl 342,059 3,703,546 458,260 
ALABAqA 10,769,862 1+6.776 855.703 07,bO9 44.097 305.a30 --- 

FLOIIGA 15,804,814 501,920 l,fi26,813 3t1,724 108r3tl 660,751 4174c 
GEOiGIA 20,801,293 ,2,342.258 2,856,194 1,659,490 --- lrll7rl99 -0s 

KiNTUCKY 10,059,186 1,451,713 1,083,942 45c.537 44.54.z 373,262 297,142 
. wlssIssIPPI 7,9a7,38I 364,270 1,107,262 124,b44 17,934 176,676 -I 

NORTH CARCILlhA 11,401.927 11235,363 110941458 309.550 109,551 455,488 156,378 
S3UTH CAROLIhA C,f5?rBBd 1 557,7$b 902,223 209,407 17,170 199,4Ll -- 
15NhESSE E 9,777.0.I7 3,459,556 lr244.196 --- -I- 415,513 --- 

REGICY V 204,390,326 41r306r033’ 24,647,8t2 7,150,540 3r6I71718 bt976,lbO 
ILLlri31S t1,439,37a 111359,376 8,421,596 2.710,262 1.274.194 1.423rZLB 
IN3[bNA 13,380,430 515151543 916+2t3 270,1?4 147,67C 32L ,7CO 
YICnlGAN 541723,149 71374,111 81112,795 lr918tI91 C27,75b 2,062,532 
YIYhESOTA 17,402,252 4,75brfC7 1,315,?06 423,318 104,710 377,746 
CrllO 241725,168 4,213,¶42 21652,427 924,353 447,106 2.203.8Jb 
UlSCtriSlh 12*749,949 BtO46.35f. 3.2231054 844,312 813rCC2 58S,l28 

RCGlf\ VI 75,i75,203 31,678,313 7~652,320 
AQKAYSAS 6,545,754 2,030,057 424,781 
LCUISIA~A Il,SCl,E57 4,480,b15 620,341 
hEd YFXIC-J 21706,591 607,073 392,019 
CKLAHG?A 12rlY4r374 51535,891 1,090,260 
TEXAS 42,2tI.591 19,023.877 5.124.920 

354,313” 
174,260 

89,251 
90,822 

..-- 

i25,72t 1.383.09b 
4,001 55,Oil 

--- 197,107 
40,854 114,268 
12tC05 63,163 

168,662 950,461 

*EG?OY VII 25~058,093 71259,638 3,125,105 752,652 249,111 6bO,l33 
13WA 7,309,533 3,8~6,112 807,695 265,827 117.t25 lBY,LBf 
KAhSA 5 7,323,937 2.484~229 528,436 183.851 76,016 135,OLO 
CISS3’JRl 8,859,234 931.429 1.591r124 195,518 211504 32L,258 
VEBaAS<A lr555r419 7rBb8 191,049 107,456 33,766 13,193 

REGlCV VI II 
C3LC9431 
MWlA’A 
k)itib OAKCTA 
SCJUTH DAKOTA 
UIAY . . 
WYO*lNt 

18t716.677 
81793,926 
2,044,5&E 
I rB55.951 
1,?6?,499 
21824,BbI 

b28,092 

4.663.850 1.852,448 
2,583,065 810,789 

4e2.018 423,306 
3U1.878 112t039 
613,439 164.16’3 
562r2hO 275,466 
121rIY8 bbr635 

372,t33 
--- 

136,3ea 
53,525 
22,226 

141,539 
18,945 

148,419 946,843 
--- 704 ,Yb7 

76,765 6b,bjB 
30,084 12,938 
35,062 25,bZt 

--- IZd,5J5 
6,508 d.154 

REGICY IX 115,6J1,103 4,143,067 15.322~587 51445rC16 1,619,158 5,3tld,MbI 
CALlFO%~IA 11017731344 31720,153 14,612,195 5,097,322 1,576,Sf.O 5,123,.?05 
rrtiAII 3.271.151 3CO,782 488,041 2tb.157 20,355 190,bTO 
NEVADA 11556,613 122,932 222,746 81,457 22,263 72,966 

23,73b,bb3 31464.524 2.4bIr249 Ir247.9PO 159.110 892,046 
569,823 177.022 74,365 13,454 --- a,ur!.? 

1.971,318 547,213 234,623 b217CB 9.252 49,“49 
7,836,651 2~243,788 660,301 314.375 46.934 35d.347 

13t?20,866 495,501 I.491 ,400 857.*39 103,024 476,628 

, 

42;ibcl;l93 
21741,050 
5,913.370 
21881,727 

196.053,342 327,954,8t5 19139er5E5 s28,393,244 I29,23l,b95 

7li.103 
*-- 

bib.364 
59,366 
25,753 
IOrb 

3.17b.561 693,487 
567,105 A-4 
210,141 --- 

1,95J,9LZ 693,467 
80,513 --- 

275.002 --- 

EI,Zld --- 

22.135.474 
123.232 

ZZ,C16,242 

2,?28,905 
1.959.335 

I44,4a8 
49,255 

..e_ 

175,827 
--- 

247,412 
-- 

193107: 
54,337 

--- 
m-m 

64,543 
3.176 

58,499 
--- 

2,060 

- - -  

444,520 
444,520 

--_ 

9,661 
--- 
--- 
--- 

9,661 

I 
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,ENCLOSURE II 

_ : : ." ' , : 
LABCQATCSY 

~. >:. * AH0 . fA,'lLY 
' : RAClOLCGICAL ,hCHf FEALTH PRCSCRlaED PLCihhlht 

HEY REGION ANC STATE TCTAL SERVICES SEQVICiS DRUGS SERVICES GTHEQ Cd&i 
--------~---------------,------------------------------------~--------------------------------__--_ 

TOTAL QfP&TIhG SIATES I1,C58,676,956 ~8,109,700 97.941.738 S71,5:4,0t4 15*429,5?C sii,ea3,57t 

REGION 1 
CcVwCTl~UT 
HAINE 
H4SS4CHUSETTS 
HEW HAHPSHIEE 
RHDCE ISlINO 
vER*ONT 

REGION II 
y: yEQ;w 

PUERTO RICO 
VIRGIN LSLAKCS 

?23,651,744 
32*72Ot326 

Ze1,759.b25 
9,282,937 

80,956 

711,666 
308,835 

402,831 
--- 

br477,910 
57,290 

6,420,620 
--- 

49e11e5 
215,539 
i6?,24t 

--- 
--- 

10,416,6?5 
2,484,bSl 
51764,772 
2,127r'rE5 

39,657 --- 

7,071,214 
52114L4 

5,141),496 
Ir396.636 

6,154 

REGIOY III 
DELAYARE 
DIST. OF COL. 

. HAt(VLAND 
PEk4SYLYbNIA 
VIRGINIA 
YESI VIRGINId 

107,59~,b7D 
1,2t5,024 
6,020,7E4 

17.173.046 
f2;393;142 
17,116,999 

3,629,635 

6@4,787 267,280 71055,119 389,&20 lrOD0,596 
11,214 4,039 L42.274 27,312 521 
26,953 29,689 401,147 76.470 9J.ZJ5 

-- 22,658 1,633,274 207,301 393,544 
633,315 165,612 31012,373 74,592 149,997 

7,300 45,232 1,432,540 --- 253,513 
-- -- 373,511 4.165 lO2t811 

REGICY IV Q3,?61,3ta 307,231 255,491 12,129,763 bZirl22 1,33a,739 
CLABAKA lD,lb9,862 145.984 44,576 1.549.769 121.314 14,dl.l 
FLDRIDA 15,~04,s~s 40,529 14,074 1*539,819 se.739 545.361 

, GEDRC!A 20,801,293 21,719 19,514 2,251,240 63,836 31711Jl 
KEYTUCKY 10,0591166* 7rlGb 86.769 983,322 54.566 32.57t 
HISSISSIPPI 7,907,361 6,790 lO,bbO 1‘961,3AS 46,012 Iz,oba 
ucarn CARCLlhA 11,4Dl.92? 40 27,354 1.453,315 '75,667 15.933 
SOWTH CAPOLLAA 6,759*336 84,053 34,994 728,094 124,950 157tZL5 
TENYESSEE. 9,77T,Ol3 It010 lb,750 1,597,83¶ 55,638 244,133 

REGION V 204,390,326 1,326.340 252,SbC 15.112,347 t15,c21 41532,346 
ILllYOIS 61,409,378 755.931 103,7d2 5r264.355 --- 1,812.Sbl 
INDIANA 13,3SC,430 118,866 40,7C3 922. ICO 40,433 421,3dr 

WICHICLN 54,723,11.9 342,672 fb,719 41140,977 450,cco 301r4d4 
YINkFS3TA 17,402,252 43.9ca lb.356 1.105.751 lb.L41 568,222 
DHlQ 24,725,163 51,656 15,404 2*164,222 41,443 15il,zc> 
UISCI)NSIN 22.7491949 13.301 --- 1.495.442 127,054 ala ,loc 

REGl@N VI 
ARKANSAS 
LoutSIAKA 
NEU MEXICO 
OKLAHC44 
TEXPS 

REGlDN VII 
IQUA 
K4NSA.S 
HIsSou?l 
NEBRASKA 

SEGION VIII 

-._ CCL0dbD0 

Ii.. : 
KONTANA 
FII)RTti GAnDTA 
53UTH DAKCTA 
UTAH 
WYDC(IHG 

REGICN IX 
CALlFCRNlA 
HIW7.71 
NEVADA 

REGION x 
ALASKA 
19bHO 
CREGDN 
wASYI'\GTC\I 

71r117,10* 
12,940,?06 

4.179,BSS 
421460,193 

2,741,050 
5*913,375 
z,aa1,727 

15,2?5,203 952.907 
6.545.784 1.661 

11,561,357 105,396 
2,70b.S97 66,096 

12.1991374 9,758 
42,261,591 769,996 

25.050.093 
7;309,503 

15lr390 
3,656 

7.323.937 42,293 
8,359,234 6,003 
1,565,41? 49,438 

iar7ib,677 149rOCB 
8,793,926 120,557 
2,@44,54@ 1,557 
1,955,551 25,085 
1.763.499 --- 
2,F.?4,661 --- 

620,092 1,809 

l15rtolrl08 3~286,934 
110,7IJ,344 3.211,889 

3.271,151 71,219 
1,556,613 3,326 

231706,663 4b2.749 
564,828 692 

1,971,313 4,119 
7*836,651 104,882 

13,32S.S66 353.056 

Ibr6SS 391,331 4,bC5,550 
-me r-- 689,827 
-mm 34.157 370,4t4 

36,170 237,439 21644,573 
10,307 33,095 227,662 
19,010 10.b52 477,946 
11,201 16,P44 195*D73 

22,541 
054 

14,909 
5,130 

es_ 

1,643 

7,395 
1,064 
kS,lb3 
I.237 

131 

33,236 
29,322 

7,399 
625 
850 

-- 
-- 

147,155 
136,149 

51117 
5,889 

01,379 
--- 

10.036 
18,436 

52,105 

er793,216 
IrZCb,ZCb 
2,770,749 

336,493 
_.._ 

4,394.768 

21421,389 
563,786 
421.101 
991,888 
439,614 

lr447rl31 
645,244 
179.175 
166,744 
153,352 
300,616 

--- 

7,99b,6?9 
7,662,3E2 

2DD.831 
133,426 

1.570.775 
--- 

129.140 
452.LP4 
968.951 

152,7C? 1,032,2~4 
--- 541,4U6 

lC1430 4.bJ.F 
110,385 360,603 

--- 37,533 
27.196 67,590 

4,652 24,4a3 

295.62C 
855 

11,619 
18,972 
4L.e?9 

221,335 

749rbil 
26.4a7 
37,355 
42,695 

57Jr151 
65,005 

173,331: 256,334 
43,186 43,405 
2C,160 59,Odl 

104,670 IJIB> 
5.614 .14>,543 

31,031 
15,7Cl 

5.055 
3,803 
2.167 

--- 

4,301 

272,893 
42rdbO 
45,5+9 
37,175 
12,316 

154,991 -- 

2,414.2:0 1,262,581 
21342,316 1,192,SLP 

71,513 351731 
421 3i1515 

17t.154 346,592 
4,543 1,864 
7,450 5.637 

4o,t50 169,003 
123.431 149,e!Y6 

4 



r ._. . --. 
,,.... ., . : l I . . I 

* c :. I, 
i-’ s * 

& 
. 

0, ENCLOSURE III * 

II 

ENC;IOS”RE I I I 
SSA,/sDP/D-j ;S 
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Subject: ~~qtiested,'H,ome Health Utilization Statistics - . 

Foilo;sing are the statistics gathered by the 3ureau 
Processing, SSA at the request of your cffice: 

of Data.' I 

.The number of people who have used all 
home health visits provided under Tart A 
for their most recent benefit period for 
which data is available -- 6,352 ? . B 
The number of people who have used some, 
-but not all, of the Part A home health . 
visits for their most recent benefit 
period for which data is available -- 445,609 

The number of peo&e :qho have ,had some 
Part A utilization but Tzrho have not used 
any of the home <health visits provided ij 
under Part A -- q f 13,~52,1+.21 

T-0-rRL 14,306,382, 
~ _ The Part B counts are provided by calendar year as follox: 

-- - 
Year 

1966 
1967 
1946 
1969 
1970 
1971 
1972 
1973 
1574 
1975 

Part B Utilization, 
All Home Health 
Benefits Available 

3,o7&218 22,261 
5 f 344 ,409 
t&561- ,022 

4*4,450 
60,274 

y;,;;; 

10:264;6o5 

'g ,;g 

11,606,912 
57:108 

13,71-6,796 
74,764 

15,267,763 
113,102 

12,4.81,4.81 
142,162. 

82,038 

Partial Utilization 
of Part B Home 
Health Benefits 

235 
1,5Ei9 . 
2;414 
2,656 

Please note that all of the above counts include data.on cur 
active Health Insurance files only, since these files xere the 
only ones accessed within the specified time frame in which 
the counts had to be gai‘thercd. Our, inactive health insurance 
files consist of records for beneficiaries ~ho'have been 
deceased for 18 or more months and for w'ilom there arc no 
outstanding utilization transactions;. 




